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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/01/2006 have been fully but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Martin teaches a central management system 1 1 remotely directing a server to 
interact with a further remote device 13 in which the central management system 1 1 
remotely interacts with a further remote device 13 for updating/managing purposes of 
remote content libraries at various locations/network sites. 

What Martin does not disclose is an "Operator", i.e., Network Administrator, 
which remotely able to perform routine control and maintenance of remote network 
nodes/servers via series of remotely access screens. 

Barone meets these features. Barone discloses a GUI interface, which allows "a 
user", i.e., network administrator, to dynamically configure/manage remote network sites 
(host processor 10/18) via series of screens interface (see Fig. 6, el. 170). This 
combination would result of having Martin 's system to be able of having an "Operator" 
using a GUI interface manually controls/manages plurality of remote devices 10/18. 

As such, Applicant argument is not persuasive in view of the new ground 
rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-3, 5-9, 13-16, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35, U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martin et al. (US 5355302) in view of Barone et al. (US 531571 1). 

claim 1 , Martin discloses a system for remote management of at least one 
audiovisual information reproduction device (abstract; Fig. 1) comprising a host 
server 1 1 able to manage each audiovisual information reproduction device 13 when 
a communication is set up between the host server 1 1 and the audiovisual 
information reproduction device, the host server 1 1 comprising storage means 25, 
51 capable of storing a database containing, for each audiovisual information 
reproduction device: 

management information (Col. 5, lines 65-Col. 6, lines 60), which can be 
consulted by the server, 

a set of available musical selections (catalog 95 and 93; Col. 5, lines 65-Col. 
6, lines 60) which can be consulted and modified by the server, and 

a set of possible operating parameter configurations (whether to 
replace/update specific song; available storage and available size...; Col. 5, lines 
65-Col. 6, lines 60) which can be consulted by the server, wherein the host server 
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1 1 also comprises a network site manager 21 managing a network site installed on 
the server (Col. 3, lines 65-Col. 4, lines 3 and Col. 5, lines 60-65+), and 
communicating with the database 23 (Col. 3, lines 25-30); 

Martin discloses that a network site manager 21 able to manage at least one 
audiovisual information reproduction device 13 for modifying the operating 
parameters of each selected audiovisual information reproduction device, for 
ordering at least one song for downloading on the audiovisual information 
reproduction systems from a chosen list of devices or to delete at least one song; for 
displaying information about the history use of an audiovisual information 
reproduction device, as discussed. 

Martin does not specifically discloses "wherein an operator responsible for 
management of at least one audiovisual information reproduction device can 
remotely access the screens, and the screens comprises at least a 1 st screen 
displaying the list of audiovisual information reproduction devices installed locally 
and for which usage information is available, the choice of at least one validated 
audiovisual information reproduction device causing the display of at least one of the 
following series of screen: 

a 1 st series of screens that the operator can use to modify the operating 
parameters, which control the audiovisual information reproduction devices, of 
each selected audiovisual information reproduction device, by sending, via the 
server to each selected audiovisual information reproduction device, a 
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modification command file generated by the server by using information from the 
database. 

a 2 nd series of screens that the operator can use to order at least one song 
for downloading to at least one of the selected audiovisual information 
reproduction devices or to delete at least one song; 

a 3 rd series of screens displaying information about the historical use of an 
audiovisual information reproduction device." In another word, Martin does not 
disclose the network site is remotely accessible by an operator and having a 
plurality of screens (GUI) for performing various management tasks." 

Barone discloses a GUI interface, which allows "a user", i.e., network 
administrator, to dynamically configure/manage remote network sites via series 
of screens (see Fig. 6) . This combination would result of having Martin 's 
system to be able of having an "Operator" using a GUI interface manually 
controls/manages plurality of remote devices 12 (see Fig. 6; Col. 12, lines 27-63; 
Col. 14, lines 5-Col. 15, lines Col. 17, lines 25). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Martin with Barone so to remotely and centrally controlling a plurality of 
host processors from a single remote workstation, wherein the level of control 
available and the user interface characteristics at the remote workstation are 
equivalent to the level of control available and user interface characteristics at 
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the host processor's local operation console, as suggested by Barone (Col. 3, 
lines 60-67) 



Claim 2, Martin (Col. 5, lines 65-Col. 6, lines 21 ) in view of Barone further 
discloses that the network site manager 21 collects information about the 
operation of each audiovisual information reproduction device 13 displayed on 
each screen, and displayed the list of available songs, in the database. 

Claim 3, as to limitation "characterized in that modification made by the 
operator in the 1 st and /or 2 nd screens are stored in a file and are translated into the 
language of the database to update the data modified in these series of screens and 
update each audio visual information reproductions as soon as a communication is 
set up between the host server and each audiovisual information reproduction 
device" is inherently met by Martin in view of Barone due to the fact that Martin 's 
audiovisual information reproduction devices 13 interface/interact with the host 
server 1 1 and its databases via a well known Open Database Connectivity ("ODBC") 
interface for translating and interfacing with connected database. 

Claim 5, limitation "the screens in the 1 st and 2 nd series of screens comprise a 
toolbar with a plurality of selection buttons that trigger a display of a screen from the 
1 st or 2 nd series screen, or validate operations performed on the screen being 
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displayed" is further met by Martin in view of Barone' s GUI interface (X windows) as 
discussed in claim 1. 

Claim 6, limitation "a 1 st selection button in the toolbar initiates the display of 
the 3 rd screen comprising a 1 st window displaying information relating to the location 
of the audiovisual information reproduction device chosen by the operator, and an 
input area to update the information displayed in the 1 st windows if required" is 
further met by Martin in view of Barone 1 s GUI interface as discussed in claim 1 
because of the interactivity of events within the windows graphical interface. 

Claim 7, limitation "a second selection button in the toolbar triggers the 
display of 4 th screen in the 2 nd series of screens comprising several input areas that 
will be used to define selection criteria for selecting songs, the list of corresponding 
songs being initially collected in the database by the site manager sending a request 
containing the criteria chosen by the operator in the input fields, and secondly 
displayed in a popup window in the screen" is further met by Martin in view of 
Barone' s GUI interface as discussed in claim 1 because of the interactivity or events 
within the windows graphical interface. 

Claim 8, limitation "validating the choice of a song selected in the window in 
the 4 th screen triggers the display of a 5 th screen comprising a plurality of areas 
containing elements identifying the selected song, a window displaying the list of 



Application/Control Number: 09/584,797 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2623 

audiovisual information reproduction devices managed by the operator, a 1 st 
selection area validating the purchase of the selected song for the audiovisual 
information reproduction devices selected by the operator in the window, by sending 
a request to the site manager, and a 2 nd selection area displaying the 4 th screen 
again" is further met by Martin in view of Barone' s GUI interface as discussed in 
claim 1 because of the interactivity or events within the windows graphical interface. 

Claim 9, limitation "a 3 rd selection button on the toolbar triggers the display of 
a 6 th screen comprising firstly a number of fields containing information about the 
use of the audiovisual information reproduction device chosen by the operator, 
secondly a 1 st popup window containing the list of songs to be downloaded to the 
audiovisual information reproduction device chosen by the operator and a second 
window containing the list of songs to be deleted from this audiovisual information 
reproduction device, and thirdly a 1 st selection area triggering cancellation of 
downloading of at least one song previously selected by the operator in the 1 st 
window, and a 2 nd selection area triggering cancellation of the deletion of at least 
one song previously selected by the operator in the 2 nd window" is further met by 
Martin in view of Barone' s GUI interface as discussed in claim 1 because of the 
interactivity or events within the windows graphical interface in which Martin' s 
updating function performs. 
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Claim 13, limitation "characterized in that a 6 th selection button in the tool bar 
triggers the display of a 9 th screen comprising a window displaying all modifications 
made by the operator at the time of his connection to the network site managed by 
the site manager, a 1 st selection area triggering validation of all operations displayed 
in the 1 st window and a 2 nd selection area canceling all these modification" is further 
met by Martin in view of Barone as discussed in claim 1 , wherein the claimed feature 
"a 1 st selection area triggering validation of all operations displayed in the 1 st window 
and a 2 nd selection area canceling all these modification" is inherently/obviously met 
because for the validation purposes of any editing/modification of data. 

Claim 14, "characterized in that a 7 th selection button triggers the display of a 
screen comprising at least one selection area that can be used to activate or 
deactivate a particular function of the audiovisual information reproduction device", 
is further met by Martin in view of Barone as discussed in claim 1 because Barone 
shows various GUI 's Box (X windows) that allows user to control the function of the 
remote host device. 

Claim 15, limitation "characterized in that an eighth button in the toolbar 
triggers the display of a screen that will be used to define a default basic 
configuration of all or some of the audiovisual information reproduction devices 
managed by the operator" is further met by Martin in view of Barone as discussed in 
claim 1 , wherein the claimed feature "a default basic configuration of all or some of 
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the audiovisual information reproduction devices managed" is inherently met 
because each audiovisual information reproduction device has its own default 
configuration that is set by either the manufacture or by network administrator during 
the configuration of each audiovisual information reproduction device that connects 
to the network. 

Claim 16, "characterized in that the 2 nd series of screens includes a screen 
containing a 1 st menu in which the song category required by the operator is 
selected, a 2 nd menu in which the style of the song required by the operator is 
selected, and a selection area in which the operator validates his choice to trigger 
the display of a 2 nd screen comprising a 1 st window displaying the list of songs in the 
1 st category and style chosen by the operator, and a second windows displaying the 
list of songs selected by the operator in the list in the 1 st window and a selection area 
in which the operator validates his choice" is further met Martin in view of Barone' s 
GUI interface (X windows) as discussed in claim 1 because of the interactivity or 
events, i.e., validate the selection within the windows graphical interface. 

Claim 18, "characterized in that the 2 nd window also comprises the list of 
songs already memorized on the audiovisual information reproduction device" is 
further met by Martin in view of Barone, as discussed in claim 1 , due to Martin* s 
updating function and the interactivity or events within the windows graphical 
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interface in which Martin the list of songs already memorized on the audiovisual 
information reproduction device. 

Claim 20, Martin further discloses that the system comprises a magnetic or 
optical recording system such that the songs selected by the operator are recorded 
on a portable magnetic or optical medium, or a solid state electronic memory, 
preferably semi-conductor based (see Fig. 1 , el. 25, 51). 

2. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin et al. 
(US 5355302) in view of Barone et al. (US 531571 1), and further in view of Nichols 
etal. (US 6138150). 

Claim 4, Martin in view of Barone does not discloses that the network site 
manager comprises means for authenticating the operator designed to limit the 
operator' s access to the audiovisual information reproduction devices that the 
operator manages. 

Nichols (Col. 5, lines 20-27) discloses that the network site manager 
comprises means of authentication of the operator designed to limit the operator' s 
access to the audiovisual information reproduction devices that the operator 
manages. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Martin in view of Barone to limit access to 
the system, as taught by Nichols so to enhance security and access right for 
protecting data. 
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3. Claims 10 and 17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Martin et al. (US 5355302) in view of Barone et al. (US 531 571 1 ), and further in 
view of Kleiman (US 5959945). 

Claim 10, as analyzed in claim 1 , Martin in view of Barone further meets 
claimed limitation "a 4 th selection button on the toolbar triggers the display of a 7 th 
screen comprising several fields, a 1 st window, a 2 nd window, the 7 th screen also 
contain selection area that triggers deletion of the song (s) selected by the operator 
in the 2 nd window" due to Martin* s updating function and the interactivity or events 
within the windows graphical interface (X windows) disclosed by Barone. 

Martin in view of Barone does not clearly disclose "information about statistics 
on the use of the information reproduction device chosen by the operator, list of 
most frequently played songs, list of least frequently played songs on the audiovisual 
reproduction device chosen by the operator". 

Kleiman discloses information about statistics on the use of the information 
reproduction device (Col. 9, lines 44-57), list of most frequently played songs, list of 
least frequently played songs on the audiovisual reproduction device (Col. 10, lines 
18-35). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Martin in view of Barone with Kleiman so 
the operator could effectively determine music to be downloaded to the 
corresponding jukebox. 
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Claim 17, Martin in view of Barone does not clearly disclose "characterized in 
that the list of displayed songs is collected in the database among the most 
frequently played song on all the operator's jukeboxes or among the songs most 
frequently played on all jukeboxes managed by the server or among the songs most 
frequently played an all jukeboxes installed in all branches belonging to the same 
determined category". 

Kleiman discloses information about statistics on the use of the information 
reproduction device (Col. 9, lines 44-57), list of most frequently played songs, list of 
least frequently played songs on the audiovisual reproduction device (Col. 9, lines 
40-56 and Col. 10, lines 18-35). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Martin in view of 
Barone with Kleiman so the operator could effectively determine music to be 
downloaded to the corresponding jukebox. 

Claim 19, "characterized in that the 3 rd series of screens comprises at least 
one screen comprising a window" is further met by Martin in view of Barone, as 
discussed in claim 1, because of the interactivity or events within the windows 
graphical interface (X windows). As to "indicating the date(s) on which the 
audiovisual information reproduction device was switched off/ and or on" and " 
indicating the date(s) on which a communication device and the host server was 
stopped", they are further met by Barone due to function of the network 
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management protocol that monitor the activities of each node connected to the 
network (see Col. 1, lines 48-65). 

Martin in view of Barone does not clearly disclose displaying the list of songs 
played by the audiovisual information reproduction device, and the date on which 
each song was played; 

Kleiman discloses information about statistics on the use of the information 
reproduction device (Col. 9, lines 40-56 and Col. 10, lines 18-35). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Martin in view of Barone with Kleiman so the operator could 
effectively determine music to be downloaded to the corresponding jukebox. 

4. Claims 1 1 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin et al. (US 5355302) in view of Barone et al. (US 531571 1), and further in view 
of Rhoads (US 6311214). 

Claim 1 1, as analyzed in claims 1 and 5, Martin in view of Barone further 
meets claimed limitation characterized in that a 5 th selection button on the toolbar 
triggers the display of a screen comprising a 1 st series and a 2 nd series of input 
areas that the operator can use to choose. 

Martin in view of Barone does not clearly disclose the operator can use to 
choose for each price the number of possible selections after paying the price in 
those input areas. 
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Rhoads discloses the operator can use to choose for each price the number 
of possible selections after paying the price, in those input areas (Col. 51 , lines 22- 
46). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Martin in view of Barone with Rhoads so the 
operator could have a flexibility to control access of the owned song/music (Col. 51 , 
lines 10-21). 

Claim 21, Martin further discloses songs are recorded on a portable magnetic 
or optical medium in a compressed format, the songs only being decompressed and 
when the song is played on an audiovisual information reproduction device. 

Martin in view of Barone does not disclose recorded song are encrypted and 
decrypted when the song is played back. 

Rhoads discloses that songs are encrypted and recorded on a portable 
magnetic or optical medium in a compressed format, the songs only being 
decompressed and decrypted when the song is played on an audiovisual information 
reproduction device (Col. 44, lines 17-col.45, lines 22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Martin in view of Barone with Rhoads so to prevent unauthorized copy and 
use of the recorded media. 
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5. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin et al. 
(US 5355302) in view of Barone et al. (US 531 571 1 ), and further in view of Dobbs 
et al. (US 5566237). 

Claim 12, as discussed in claim 1, limitation "the eighth screen comprises a 
plurality of input areas used to choose" is met by Martin in view of Barone, as 
discussed in claim 1 , because of the interactivity or events within the windows 
graphical interface (X windows). 

Martin in view of Barone does not disclose parameters required to adjust 
audio reproduction means of the audiovisual information reproduction device. 

Dobbs discloses parameters required to adjust audio reproduction means of 
the audiovisual information reproduction device (Abstract and Summary). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Martin in view of Barone with Dobbs by including a 
sound level adjusting method in order to vary the attenuation of the variable volume 
circuit from the remote site (Col. 9, lines 62-Col.10, lines 16). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hai Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7305. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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